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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-20 are presented for examination; claims 1,11, and 18 independent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 2, 5, 8, 9, 11-12, 15, and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Tessler et al. (USPN 5,629,868) (hereinafter Tessler). 

3. Referring to claim 1 , Tessler discloses a method for command brokering on 
behalf of an intelligent device, comprising the steps of: 

defining in a wireless internet access device (i.e. TV remote control) a desired 
function to be performed (i.e. controlling an appliance) (col. 2, lines 36-50); 

identifying the intelligent device and the desired function to a web site (i.e. 
subscriber station) having access to control instructions for the intelligent device (col. 2, 
lines 36-50); 

returning, to the WIAD from the web site, a subset of the control instructions for 
controlling the intelligent device to perform the desired function (col. 2, lines 45-50); and 
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forwarding the subset of the control instructions from the WIAD to the intelligent 
device to effect the desired function (col. 2, lines 63-67). 

4. Referring to claim 2, Tessler discloses the forwarding step comprises forwarding 
through an infrared communication device (Figure 1, ref. 35). 

5. Referring to claim 5, Tessler discloses the defining step comprises defining 
through a user keypad entry (col. 2, lines 36-50). 

6. Referring to claim 8, Tessler discloses arranging for the web site to have access 
to the control instructions by pre-programming the control instructions into a memory of 
the web site (col. 2, lines 36-50). 

7. Referring to claim 9, Tessler discloses accessing a server having the control 
instructions for controlling the intelligent device (any device which transmits the control 
signals is considered a "server" since it "serves" the control codes to a client requesting 
the data) (col. 2, lines 36-50). 

8. Claims 11-12, 15, and 17-20 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 0. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 3, 4, 6, 7, 13, 14, 16, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tessler in view of Maymudes (USPN 6,748,278). 

1 1 . Referring to claims 3 and 4, Tessler discloses the invention substantively as 
described in claim 1 . Tessler does not disclose forwarding through a RF or ultrasonic 
communication device. In analogous art, Maymudes discloses another method of 
brokering on behalf of an intelligent device wherein the forwarding can occur through an 
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RF or ultrasonic communication device (i.e. RF or Bluetooth) (col. 3, lines 20-32). It 
would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teaching of Maymudes with Tessler since Tessler discloses the 
invention can be used with a plurality of different devices (col. 3, lines 10-20). This 
would lead one of ordinary skill in the art to determine which other intelligent devices 
can be used for brokering command, eventually finding Maymudes finding a command 
broker for televisions, stereos, VCR's speakers, microwave ovens, etc (col. 7, lines 40- 
50). 



12. Referring to claim 6 and 7, Tessler discloses the invention substantively as 
described in claim 1 . Tessler does not disclose defining said desired function is made 
by a measurement by the WIAD. In analogous art, Maymudes discloses another 
method of brokering on behalf of an intelligent device wherein defining said desired 
function is made by a measurement by the WIAD (I.e. computer facilitator 202) (col. 5, 
lines 35-43). Furthermore, since the WIAD is connected to the wireless network, and 
also the remote controller 204 and controlled device 206 are as well, it is considered 
that the measurement is done by the wireless communication network as well. It would 
be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teaching of Maymudes with Tessler since Tessler discloses the invention 
can be used with a plurality of different devices (col. 3, lines 10-20). This would lead 
one of ordinary skill in the art to determine which other intelligent devices can be used 
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for brokering command, eventually finding Maymudes finding a command broker for 
televisions, stereos, VCR's speakers, microwave ovens, etc (col. 7, lines 40-50). 

1 3. Claims 13, 14, and 1 6 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tessier 
in view of Baun et al. (US 2003/0197930) (hereinafter Baun). 

14. Tessier discloses the invention substantively as described in claim 1 . Tessier 
does not disclose the intelligent device is a telescope and the defining step comprises 
determining coordinates based on a position. In analogous art, Baun discloses another 
method for brokering control which discloses intelligent device is a telescope (e.g. 
abstract) and the defining step comprises determining coordinates based on a position 
(p. 8, 1| 87). It would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Baun with Tessier since Tessier 
discloses the invention can be used with a plurality of different devices (col. 3, lines 10- 
20). This would lead one of ordinary skill in the art to determine which other intelligent 
devices can be used for brokering command, eventually finding Baun finding a 
command broker for GPS systems for telescopes (col. 7, lines 40-50). 
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Conclusion 

1 5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

16. Venkatraman et al. (USPN 6,139,177) discloses device access and control using 
embedded web access functionality. 

17. Brown et al. (USPN 6,542,925) discloses generation and distribution of motion 
commands over a distributed network. 

18. Nixon et al. (USPN 6,806,847) discloses portable computer in a process control 
environment. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph E. Avellino whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3905. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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